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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

2. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Seaman (US 6,61 1 ,502). Hereinafter referred to as Seaman. 

Regarding claims 1, 8, and 15 Seaman discloses a method that prevents loops 
from occurring when spanning tree configuration messages are lost while executing a 
spanning tree protocol across bridges in a network. The method comprises executing 
the spanning tree protocol on a bridge, wherein the spanning tree protocol configures 
each port coupled to the bridge into either a forwarding state, in which messages are 
forwarded to and from the port, or a backup state, in which messages are not forwarded 
to or from the port (see column 4, lines 1 1-43, the spanning tree protocol is operating in 
accordance to IEEE 802. 1D, which ensures a loop-free topology, and configure the 
multiple ports coupled to the bridge into either forward state or blocking state); 
monitoring ports coupled to the bridge to determine when messages are lost by the 
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ports (see column 3, lines 47-53, the system is enabled to monitor each port for an early 
port failure detection); if one or more messages are lost on a port, refraining from 
forwarding messages to or from the port until no messages are lost by the port for an 
amount of time (see column 7, lines 6-18. whenever a port failure is detected, the 
system waits a period of time to decide port status). 

Regarding claims 2, 9, and 16. Seaman discloses a loop-free spanning tree 
method where the amount of time is greater then a time interval provided by bridges 
between consecutive spanning tree configuration messages (see figure 3, elements 
202-206). 

Regarding claims 3, 10, and 17. Seaman discloses a system where the 
monitoring ports coupled to the bridge involves communicating with hardware 
associated with the ports to determine if the ports have lost messages (see column 3, 
lines 46-53. see figure 1. bridges communicate with LANs through the ports embedded 
within. Ports communicate with the hardware associated with the LANs. The system 
monitors the ports to permit early link failure detection). 

Regarding Claims 4, 1 1, and 18. The spanning tree protocol or algorithm of 
Seaman involves placing ports coupled to the bridge into either the forwarding state or 
the backup state in a manner that ensures that messages are forwarded without cycling 
across a spanning tree that couples together in the network (see column 4, lines 1 1-43. 
the spanning tree algorithm involves placing ports into either forwarding state or 
blocking state in a manner to ensure loop-free (tree) bridge network topology). 
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Regarding claim 5, 12, and 19. Seaman discloses that the spanning tree 
topology is as specified by the IEEE standard 802.1 D. The spanning tree protocol of 
Seaman involves electing a single bridge among all bridges on all links on the network 
to be a root bridge (see the admitted prior art figure 2, also selecting a root bridge is part 
of the spanning tree protocol standard as disclosed by IEEE 802. 1D); calculating the 
distance of the shortest path from each node to the root bridge (see the admitted prior 
art figure 2, also selecting a root bridge is part of the spanning tree protocol standard as 
disclosed by IEEE 802.1 D); electing a designated bridge for each link from all bridges 
on the link, wherein the designated bridge is closest to the root bridge and will forward 
packets from the link to the root bridge (see the admitted prior art figure 2, also selecting 
a root bridge is part of the spanning tree protocol standard as disclosed by IEEE 
802.1 D); choosing a root port for each bridge that provides the best path to the root 
bridge (see the admitted prior art figure 2, also selecting a root bridge is part of the 
spanning tree protocol standard as disclosed by IEEE 802. 1D); selecting ports on each 
bridge to be included in the spanning tree, wherein the selected ports include the root 
port and any ports coupled to links upon which the bridge serves as the designated 
bridge (see the admitted prior art figure 2, also selecting a root bridge is part of the 
spanning tree protocol standard as disclosed by IEEE 802. 1D); placing selected ports 
into the forwarding state; and placing all other ports into the backup state (see the 
admitted prior art figure 2, also selecting a root bridge is part of the spanning tree 
protocol standard as disclosed by IEEE 802. 1D). 
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Regarding claims 6, 13, and 20. Seaman discloses a spanning tree protocol 
operating in accordance with Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers (IEEE) 
standard 802. 1D (see abstract, see column 3, lines 54-65). 

Regarding claims 7, 14, and 21. Seaman discloses Local Area Networks (LANs) 
links (see figure 1, boxes 105-108). 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. See PTO-892. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mounir Moutaouakil whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1416. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (4pm-4: 30pm) 
eastern time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
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USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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